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DETAILED ACTION 



Prosecution History Summary 



1. 



Claims 1-20 are pending. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 



2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another 
filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an 
application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, 
except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects 
for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international 
application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) of such treaty in the English 
language. 

3. Claims 1-4, 6-11, and 19-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as beinu anticipated by 
Rappaport (U.S. Publication No. 2002/0007285) . 

4. As per claim 1, Rappaport teaches a method comprising: 

a. Providing a host computer system (Rappaport: para. 0056, 5-6), the host 
computer system being adapted to retrieve descriptive information about a plurality of 
ailments (Rappaport: para. 0021, 49-52), the descriptive information comprising one or 
more of the following: physiological aspects of the ailment, pathological aspects of the 
ailment, information as to whether the ailment is treatable, information about expected 
clinical course, and information about potential complications, the host computer system 
further being adapted to send to a client computer system communicating with the host 
computer system via the Internet (Rappaport: para. 0022, 9-11) the descriptive 
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information of any one of the plurality of ailments upon receiving from the client 
computer system a search query concerning said any one of the plurality of ailments 
(Rappaport: para. 0021, 17-26); 

b. Associating the descriptive information of each of the plurality of ailments with a 
plurality of ICD or CPT codes (Rappaport: para. 0021, 44-49; para. 0021, 55-56; para. 
0023, 3-5); 

c. Associating a plurality of content components with the plurality of ICD or CPT 
codes in a manner so that each of the content components is associated with at least one 
of the ICD or CPT codes (Rappaport: para. 0023, 11-20); 

d. Sending the descriptive information of said any one of the plurality of ailments to 
the client computer system via the Internet (Rappaport: para. 0022, 9-11), the sending 
of the descriptive information being initiated by the host computer system receiving from 
the client computer system the search query (Rappaport: para. 0022, 3-4) concerning 
said any one of the plurality of ailments (Rappaport: para. 0021, 49-52); 

e. Sending to the client computer system via the Internet each of the 

content components that are associated with the ICD or CPT codes with which the sent 
descriptive information is associated (Rappaport: para. 0022, 14-15). 
5. As per claim 2, the method of claim 1 is as described. Rappaport further teaches wherein 
the plurality of content components comprises names of at least a plurality of health care 
providers (Rappaport: para. 0115). 
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6. As per claim 3, the method of claim 2 is as described. Rappaport further teaches wherein 
the step of associating the plurality of content components with the plurality of ICD or CPT 
codes comprises associating the names of the health care providers with the plurality of ICD or 
CPT codes in a manner so that each of the names of the health care providers is associated with 
at least one of the ICD or CPT codes (Rappaport: para. 0134). 

7. As per claim 4, the method of claim 3 is as described. Rappaport further teaches wherein 
the ICD or CPT codes with which the name of each health care provider are associated are ICD 
or CPT codes chosen by each such health care provider (Rappaport: para. 0138). The 
examiner interprets that if the codes were created then it would have been chosen by a health 
care provider. 

12. As per claim 6, the method of claim 1 is as described. Rappaport further teaches wherein 
the search query concerning said any one of the plurality of ailments comprises an ICD or CPT 
code (Rappaport: para. 0023, 8-12). 

13. As per claim 7, the method of claim 1 is as described. Rappaport further teaches herein 
the host computer system communicates with the client computer system in a manner for 
providing on the client computer system an interface for the host computer system, the interface 
prompting a user to input a search query (Rappaport: claims 46 and 48). 

14. As per claim 8, the method of claim 7 is as described. Rappaport further teaches wherein 
the interface comprises a community, and wherein selection of the community by the user causes 
the search query to be sent to the host computer system (Rappaport: fig. 10 [1009]). The 
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examiner interprets that the requested procedure/test (i.e. query) was sent to the host computer 
system by a selection of the community. 

15. As per claim 9, the method of claim 7 is as described. Rappaport further teaches wherein 
the interface comprises an icon on a community, and wherein selection of the icon by the user 
causes the search query to be sent to the host computer system (Rappaport: fig. 10 [1013]). The 
examiner interprets that an icon was clicked to send the request. 

16. As per claim 10, the method of claim 9 is as described. Please see remarks for claim 8 
and 9. The examiner interprets that this is all done on a webpage (Rappaport: para. 0022, 9-1 1). 

17. As per claim 1 1, the method of claim 9 is as described. Rapport further teaches a. The 
step of associating the descriptive information of each of the plurality of ailments with 
the plurality of ICD or CPT codes comprises associating the descriptive information of 
each of the plurality of ailments with a plurality of ICD and CPT codes (Rappaport: 
para. 0021, 44-49; para. 0021, 55-56; para. 0023, 3-5); 

b. The step of associating the plurality of content components with the plurality of 
ICD or CPT codes comprises associating the plurality of content components with the 
plurality of ICD and CPT codes (Rappaport: para. 0023, 11-20). 

18. As per claim 19, Rappaport teaches an internet navigational system comprising: 

a. At least one computer database having stored therein descriptive information 
about a plurality of ailments, the descriptive information comprising one or more of the 
following: physiological aspects of the ailment, pathological aspects of the ailment, 
information as to whether the ailment is treatable, information about expected clinical 
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course, and information about potential complications, the descriptive information of 
each of the plurality of ailments being associated with a plurality of ICD or CPT codes, 
the at least one computer database also having stored therein a plurality of content 
components, each of the content components being associated with at least one of the 
ICD or CPT codes (Rappaport: para. 0061, 1-7; para. 0064, 4-9); 
b. A host computer system adapted and configured to retrieve from the at least one 
computer database the descriptive information, the host computer system further being 
adapted and configured to send to a client computer system communicating with the host 
computer system via the Internet the descriptive information of any one of the plurality of 
ailments upon receiving from the client computer system a search query concerning said 
any one of the plurality of ailments, the host computer system further being adapted and 
configured to send to the client computer system via the Internet at least one of the 
content components based upon the association of the ICD or CPT codes such that the 
sent content components are associated with the ICD or CPT codes with which the sent 
descriptive information is associated (Rappaport: para. 0056). 

19. As per claim 20, Rappaport teaches an internet navigational system. Please see remarks 
for claim 19. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

20. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 



Application: 10/675,637 
Art Unit: 3626 



Paper No. 20080916 
Page 7 



having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

21. Claim 5 and 12-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Rappaport (U.S. Publication No. 2002/0007285) in view of Tallman et al. (U.S. Patent No. 
5.964,700). 

22. As per claim 5, the method of claim 2 is as described. Rappaport does not teach wherein 
the step of associating a plurality of content components with the plurality of ICD or CPT codes 
comprises associating each of at least some of the names with at least one of the ICD or CPT 
codes in a manner so that each of the plurality of ICD or CPT codes employed has at least one of 
the names associated therewith. 

Tallman teaches wherein the step of associating a plurality of content components with 
the plurality of ICD or CPT codes comprises associating each of at least some of the names with 
at least one of the ICD or CPT codes in a manner so that each of the plurality of ICD or CPT 
codes employed has at least one of the names associated therewith (Tallman: col. 40, 35-46). 
The examiner interprets that the provider-matched button implies each plurality of ICD or CPT 
codes employed has at least one of the names. 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have found it 
obvious to combine the teachings of Rappaport and Tallman with the motivation to process, 
identify, or classify the medical procedure/test performed by a service provider (Rappaport: 
para. 0006, 6-7). 
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23. As per claim 12, Rappaport teaches a method comprising: 

a. Providing a host computer system (Rappaport: para. 0056, 5-6), the host 
computer system being adapted to retrieve descriptive information about a plurality of 
ailments (Rappaport: para. 0021, 49-52), the descriptive information comprising one or 
more of the following: physiological aspects of the ailment, pathological aspects of the 
ailment, information as to whether the ailment is treatable, information about expected 
clinical course, and information about potential complications, the host computer system 
further being adapted to send to a client computer system communicating with the host 
computer system via the Internet (Rappaport: para. 0022, 9-11) the descriptive 
information of any one of the plurality of ailments upon receiving from the client 
computer system a search query concerning said any one of the plurality of ailments 
(Rappaport: para. 0021, 17-26); 

b. Associating the descriptive information of each of the plurality of ailments with a 
plurality of ICD or CPT codes (Rappaport: para. 0021, 44-49; para. 0021, 55-56; para. 
0023, 3-5); 

d. Sending the descriptive information of said any one of the plurality of 
ailments to the client computer system via the Internet (Rappaport: para. 0022, 9-11), 
the sending of the descriptive information being initiated by the host computer system 
receiving from the client computer system the search query (Rappaport: para. 0022, 3- 
4) concerning said any one of the plurality of ailments (Rappaport: para. 0021, 49-52); 



Application: 10/675,637 
Art Unit: 3626 



Paper No. 20080916 
Page 9 



e. Sending to the client computer system each of the names of the plurality of health 
care providers that are associated with the ICD or CPT codes with which the sent 
descriptive information is associated (Rappaport: para. 0022, 14-15). 
Rappaport does not teach (c) associating names of at least a plurality of health care 
providers with the plurality of ICD or CPT codes in a manner so that each of the names of the 
plurality of health care providers is associated with at least one of the ICD or CPT codes. 

Tallman teaches (c) associating names of at least a plurality of health care providers with 
the plurality of ICD or CPT codes in a manner so that each of the names of the plurality of health 
care providers is associated with at least one of the ICD or CPT codes (Tallman: col. 40, 35-46). 
The examiner interprets that the provider-matched button implies each plurality of ICD or CPT 
codes employed has at least one of the names. 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have found it 
obvious to combine the teachings of Rappaport and Tallman with the motivation to process, 
identify, or classify the medical procedure/test performed by a service provider (Rappaport: 



para. 


0006, 6-7). 




24. 


As per claim 13, the method of claim 12 is as described. 


Please see remarks for claim 4. 


25. 


As per claim 14, the method of claim 12 is as described. 


Please see remarks for claim 6. 


26. 


As per claim 15, the method of claim 12 is as described. 


Please see remarks for claim 7. 


27. 


As per claim 16, the method of claim 15 is as described. 


Please see remarks for claim 8. 


28. 


As per claim 17, the method of claim 15 is as described. 


Please see remarks for claim 9. 


29. 


As per claim 18, the method of claim 17 is as described. 


Please see remarks for claim 10. 
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Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicants arguments filed 6/9/2008 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Applicants' arguments will be addressed herein below. 

In the remarks, Applicant argues in substance that the detailed Declaration provides 
support that the Applicant's invention was conceived and reduced to practice before the effective 
dates of the applied references. The Examiner respectfully submits that in considering evidence 
presented in the affidavits and declarations does not establish nexus between the claimed 
invention. In particular, the submitted exhibits do not describe the recited claim language "the 
host computer system being adapted to retrieve descriptive information about a plurality of 
ailments, the descriptive information comprising one or more of the following: physiological 
aspects of the ailment, pathological aspects of the ailment, information as to whether the ailment 
is treatable, information about expected clinical course, and information about potential 
complications, the host computer system further being adapted to send to a client computer 
system communicating with the host computer system via the Internet the descriptive 
information of any one of the plurality of ailments upon receiving from the client computer 
system a search query concerning said any one of the plurality of ailments."; " sending the 
descriptive information of said any one of the plurality of ailments to the client computer system 
via the Internet , the sending of the descriptive information being initiated by the host computer 
system receiving from the client computer system the search query concerning said any one of 
the plurality of ailments; and " sending to the client computer system via the Internet each of the 
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content components that are associated with the ICD or CPT codes with which the sent 
descriptive information is associated." 

2. Moreover, Applicant has not demonstrated how the Exhibits and declarations provide a 
nexus to Applicant's recited claimed language. The examiner would like the Applicant to point- 
out and direct correlation between the claim language and the presented Exhibits. 

3. Applicant states that Exhibit 2 to the Declaration has a flowchart entitled "Four Ways for 
a User to find Correct Healthcare Information Over the Internet," which concerns obtaining the 
type of information described in the claims "via the Internet." Applicant further states that the 
flowchart indicates that a "code is typed into a 'search' box," that instruction indicates that the 
user will be using a computer keyboard to enter a healthcare related term; and furthermore, for a 
user to access the Internet, the user must have a computer, i.e. a client computer system that is 
used to access information via the internet. Examiner reiterates that the Applicant has not 
provided nexus between the claimed invention and the evidence submitted. Examiner further 
states that Exhibit 2 illustrates a flowchart for gathering information, but Applicant must provide 
a detailed nexus on how the evidence is the same as the claimed invention. Same arguments 
apply to Exhibit 1 and 4. 

4. Provisional application (60/140,102) of Rappaport (U.S. Publication No. 2002/0007285) 
teaches claim 1 : 

a. Providing a host computer system, the host computer system being adapted to 
retrieve descriptive information about a plurality of ailments, the descriptive information 
comprising one or more of the following: physiological aspects of the ailment, 
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pathological aspects of the ailment, information as to whether the ailment is treatable, 
information about expected clinical course, and information about potential 
complications, the host computer system further being adapted to send to a client 
computer system communicating with the host computer system via the Internet the 
descriptive information of any one of the plurality of ailments upon receiving from the 
client computer system a search query concerning said any one of the plurality of 
ailments (Rappaport: p. 9-10; p. 26); 

b. Associating the descriptive information of each of the plurality of ailments with a 
plurality of ICD or CPT codes (Rappaport: p. 24; p. 29-34); 

c. Associating a plurality of content components with the plurality of ICD or CPT 
codes in a manner so that each of the content components is associated with at least one 
of the ICD or CPT codes (Rappaport: p. 29-34); 

d. Sending the descriptive information of said any one of the plurality of ailments to 
the client computer system via the Internet, the sending of the descriptive information 
being initiated by the host computer system receiving from the client computer system 
the search query concerning said any one of the plurality of ailments (Rappaport: p. 31- 
34); 

e. Sending to the client computer system via the Internet each of the 

content components that are associated with the ICD or CPT codes with which the sent 
descriptive information is associated (Rappaport: p. 31-34). 



Application: 10/675,637 
Art Unit: 3626 



Paper No. 20080916 
Page 13 



Conclusion 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to SHEET AL R. RANGREJ whose telephone number is (571) 270- 
1368. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jerry O'Connor can be reached on (571) 272-6787. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you 
would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or (571) 272-1000. 

/SRR/ 

Examiner, Art Unit 3626 
September 16, 2008 

/Gerald J. O'Connor/ 
Supervisory Patent Examiner 
Group Art Unit 3626 



